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real prevention we have. You know 
something? It is just not hard enough. 
It is just not hard enough. 

As you point out, some of this mate-
rial is secured with a chain link fence 
and a night watchman and a bike lock. 
Some of it is more secure. But much of 
it is in the form of highly enriched ura-
nium at research reactors. Some are 
defunct or stockpiled. It is all too ac-
cessible. We cannot wait for a disaster. 

Turning to your second point, one of 
the pillars of the real security plan is 
the energy independence by 2020, which 
would eliminate our reliance on Middle 
East oil and all of the distortions that 
accompany our foreign policy as a re-
sult of that dependence. It would in-
crease production of alternative fuels 
in America, promote hybrid and flex- 
fuel vehicle technology and manufac-
turing. It would enhance energy effi-
ciency and conservation incentives. 

I believe exactly what you do. We are 
the American people. We are the best 
entrepreneurs and inventors anywhere 
in the world. This isn’t like where we 
were in terms of putting a man on the 
Moon. It is not like we were when we 
had to embark on the Manhattan 
Project. We are so much farther along 
on this goal technologically. A lot of 
these technologies are already in exist-
ence. 

It is a question of making sure that 
they are made better and that they are 
made much more use of, would be a 
large part of the solution. It is not that 
we can imagine these technologies; 
they are out there, many of them. It is 
just the lack of will and the lack of 
leadership, and it is having a crippling 
effect on our economy now with gas 
prices at the pump, on our foreign pol-
icy, and I just want to thank you again 
for your tremendous leadership on this 
issue. 

Mr. INSLEE. Well, I appreciate your 
words, but in a sense it is easy in con-
trast to brand X. If you look at the en-
ergy bill that the Republican-con-
trolled Congress that was promoted by 
this President, it is hardly a secret 
that this President had substantial his-
tory in the oil and gas industry, and it 
would not be surprising if that affected 
decisions, just like the secret meetings 
that the Vice President had when he 
designed the energy independence. In 
the secret meetings the President has 
always refused to tell us about, I doubt 
that they were hatching a plot to cre-
ate biofuels and energy independence 
from the oil and gas industry. I suspect 
that was not a discussion, had we been 
a fly on the wall to listen to what they 
were talking about. Maybe they were 
talking about a way to increase the 
profits of the oil and gas industries 
that led to $3 a gallon of gas and the 
largest profits of any corporation in 
the solar system history in this quar-
ter in the oil and gas industry. Maybe 
that is what happened. Can’t be sure. 

But in any event, the policy that this 
Republican-controlled Congress came 
out with that was promoted by the 
President of the United States, accord-

ing to the Department of Energy, this 
is the Bush’s own governmental agen-
cies, will increase our imports of oil 
from the Middle East. I want to say 
that again because I think it is very, 
very important. 

The President, in his State of the 
Union Address, said, I want to break 
our addiction to Middle Eastern oil. 
That is the White House, the President 
of the United States. The Department 
of Energy, which works for him pre-
sumably, their analysis of his policies 
have concluded that the imports from 
imported oil from the United States 
will increase after full implementation 
by a significant amount. I don’t have 
the number off the top of my head, but 
I was shocked at how much they would 
increase when I looked at this report, 
under their policies. 

Why is that? First off, to me it takes 
a little chutzpah to talk about it up 
there and out there in the real world 
have a policy that will increase your 
imports. But why is it such a grand 
failure? Well, it is because they refused 
to do the things that we know that 
works. 

You know, we know it works. Brazil 
is now energy independent. Last week, 
actually, they achieved total domestic 
energy independence. The way they did 
it principally was to develop a biofuels 
industry. They didn’t mess around. The 
President of Brazil didn’t just give 
some nice speech and say, I believe we 
are going to break our addiction to oil. 
He actually did some policies. 

What they did is they made sure that 
consumers in Brazil when they bought 
a car would have a car that would burn 
either gasoline or ethanol. They freed 
Brazilian consumers to make sure that 
you get to decide what you burn, not 
the oil companies and not the auto-
mobile manufacturers. They insisted 
that every consumer when you buy a 
car, you get a flex-fuel vehicle that can 
burn either gas or ethanol. 

When they did that, that imme-
diately created an enormous demand 
for an ethanol industry. Without sub-
sidies for the Brazilian government, 
boom, 40 percent, 6 years later, 40 per-
cent of all the transportation in Brazil 
is run on ethanol, which does not feed 
the Middle East and the sheiks, has 
zero emissions of global warming gases, 
because it is circular, it has no net in-
crease of global warming gases. 

Brazil achieved that not because they 
are smarter than we are, not because 
they have better natural resources 
than we do. We have got the Midwest, 
we have got Microsoft, we have got 
Intel, we have got Google. You know, 
they have got some smart people, too. 
But what they had was leadership that 
had actual policies rather than just 
rhetoric. That is what we need. 

The second thing I just want to point 
out, we have had experience in achiev-
ing this in the United States. It was 
during the late 1970s. We improved the 
efficiency of our cars by over 60 percent 
in 5 years. We were on a path of dou-
bling the efficiency of our cars while 

increasing safety, I might add, while 
increasing safety for 5 years in this 
country. Then those policies were 
stopped under a Republican President. 

The fact of the matter is that had we 
continued on that path, if we had sim-
ply continued to improve the efficiency 
of our cars, as we did for those 5-year 
periods, today you and I would not be 
having this discussion because we 
would have been free of Middle Eastern 
oil today. That is the opportunity cost 
that we experience when we got off this 
bandwagon at doing smart things in 
energy. 

I just point this out; you know, we 
have a history of success in this. We 
just need the policies to get it done. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Well, you pose an inter-
esting question. How can the adminis-
tration’s policy, which is dubbed a ‘‘re-
duce our dependence on foreign oil,’’ be 
a policy which, if you actually play it 
out over the years, will increase our 
importation of foreign oil? I can only 
say, because this is Washington. 

This is the same place where 3 weeks 
ago the majority announced its deficit 
reduction package, which was, I don’t 
know, $30- or $40 billion in spending 
cuts, and about $70- or $80 billion in tax 
cuts, which more than offset the spend-
ing cuts. So the net effect was increas-
ing the national debt, and that was a 
deficit reduction plan? I guess if that is 
a deficit reduction plan, then the ad-
ministration’s energy plan is subject to 
the same logic. 

Mr. INSLEE. We have seen some 
pretty amazing rhetorical epiphanies 
here in this Chamber. For the last year 
Democrats on three separate occasions 
have attempted to pass a bill to make 
sure that the Federal Trade Commis-
sion has the explicit authority to in-
vestigate and punish price gouging by 
the oil and gas industry. We wanted to 
make it real clear that we wanted that 
investigation, and even when there is a 
lack of complicity, where there is price 
manipulation, that should be shut 
down. I think Americans are with us 
100 percent on that. Three times we 
tried to pass that. The Republicans 
blocked us every single time. 

Now, last week I heard the Speaker 
of the House say, we demanded an in-
vestigation of price gouging in the oil 
and gas industry. Welcome, I guess; 
better late than never. But we will see 
if we really get that law passed here. It 
will be interesting. We heard the press 
conference. If we had the vote, we 
could have done that today. It will be 
interesting to see. 

Mr. SCHIFF. I think this is part and 
parcel of the broader problem, where 
there is a lack of accountability, there 
is a lack of responsibility. The reality 
is that our friends in the majority have 
been in the majority now for years. 
They control this body, they control 
the Senate, they control the White 
House, they have got a pretty favorable 
Supreme Court, and there has been not 
only inaction on energy independence, 
but actually we have lost ground and 
are moving in the wrong direction. 
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